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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Amendment 

1. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-16, 18, and 27-29 as filed on 1/08/09 have 
been considered, but are not persuasive. 

2. Claims 10, and 18 remain rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Kono 
et al, (hereinafter referred to as "Kono") in view of Aharoni et al., (hereinafter referred to as 
"Aharoni"), and further in view of Washino et al., (hereinafter referred to as "Washino"), as was 
set forth in the Office Action of 9/22/08. 

3. Claims 1 1-16 remain rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kono et 
al, (hereinafter referred to as "Kono") in view Aharoni and Washino as applied above to claim 
10 and further in view of Wu, as was set forth in the Office Action of 9/22/08. 

4. The Applicants present three arguments contending the Examiner's previous rejections of 
claims 1, 8-10, and 18 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Kono et al., 
(hereinafter referred to as "Kono") in view of Aharoni et al., (hereinafter referred to as 
"Aharoni"), and further in view of Washino et al., (hereinafter referred to as "Washino"), and of 
claims 2-7, 11-16, and 27 under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kono et al, 
(hereinafter referred to as "Kono") in view Aharoni and Washino as applied above to claims 1 
and 10, and further in view of Wu, said collective rejections being set forth in the Office Action 
of 9/22/08, and said arguments being presented in support of currently amended claims 1-9 and 
27-29 which have now been amended to recite the ". . .wherein single ones of the decoded images 
are displayed at a time on the single display. .." and previously presented claims 10-18 which are 
not currently amended. However after a careful consideration of the arguments presented and 
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further scrutiny of the applied references, the Examiner must respectfully disagree and maintain 
the applicability of the references for the reasons that follow. 

After summarizing the pending rejection against the previously pending independent 
claims (Amendment of 1/08/09: page 7, lines 6-30), and delineating the salient features of the 
currently amended claims now including the ". . .wherein single ones of the decoded images are 
displayed at a time on the single display. . ." limitations (Amendment of 1/08/09: page 8, lines 1- 
18), the Applicants argue that the Kono-Aharoni-Washino combination which also incorporates 
established case law would not address the features of the amended claims because Washino's 
disclosure of "displaying of multiple images on a single display..." teaches away from the 
amended claims (Amendment of 1/08/09: page 8, lines 19-32) and that the amended claims now 
distinguish over the Examiner's reliance on case law to show that a duplication of parts for 
multiplied effect is an obvious modification (Amendment of 1/08/09: page 9, lines 1-7). The 
Examiner flatly disagrees on both counts. Firstly, the Examiner notes that Washino discloses the 
dual abilities of "displaying of multiple images on a single display..." as initially established by 
the previous Office Action and of using a video switcher to display multiple images on a single 
display one at a time by executing the well known video polling functions (Washino: column 6, 
lines 50-67; figure 7, element 6) on a single display (Washino: column 5, lines 5-25: second 
monitor). While the amendment may have made the multiple image display function of Washino 
irrelevant, it has not removed Washino as a viable reference, nor does it teach away from the 
added limitation. Washino's other configurations still remain pertinent to the Kono-Aharoni 
combination as it provides output configuration options to the many streams of video that the 
first two references would generate. Secondly, the Examiner notes that the use of case law isn't 
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presented to establish the incorporation of the Washino's multiple image display on a single 
screen, but to establish that the replication of the image and parameter buffer pairs from a singly 
disclosed image and parameter buffer pair as in Kono for the multi-client platform of Aharoni is 
the duplication of parts for a multiplied effect, St. Regis Paper Co. v. Bemis Co., Inc., 193 USPQ 
8, 11 (7th Cir. 1977. The rationale for the case law does not change just because the functionality 
of the client display device has changed. Multiple streams are still going to be provided to each 
client, and now, with Washino's video switcher, a single one of the multiply provided video 
streams makes it to the display screen under the purview of the user, one stream at a time. 
Accordingly, the Examiner maintains that the Kono-Aharoni-Washino combination would still 
address the features of the claims. 

Secondly, the Applicants argue that previously presented and currently unamended 
claims 10-18, noticeably, independent claim 10, which recite ". . .said display engine separate 
from the parameter buffers. . ." features (Amendment of 1/08/09: page 9, lines 8-12) are not met 
by the currently pending Kono-Aharoni-Washino combination which forms the foundation of the 
pending rejection and bases this position upon a detailed analysis of corresponding elements 
(Amendment of 1/08/09: page 9, lines 13-32; pagelO, lines 1-17). The Examiner respectfully 
disagrees. It is noted that the combination, as discussed by the Applicants does disclose the 
corresponding elements (i.e. the display engine and parameter buffers), but fails to disclose the 
specific spatial arrangement (i.e. being separate) as claimed. However, the Examiner notes that 
such a modification has also been readily established unpatentable by the courts as being well 
within the purview of one of ordinary skill in the art- that is to take something that is integral as 
one unit and make it separate wherein the new arrangement fails connote a significant and 
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unexpected advantage to the overall invention by the separation, Nerwin v. Erlichman, 168 
USPQ, 177, 179, (PTOBd. Of Int. 1969). The Applicants' argument admits that the elements 
map to those that are recited in the claim under discussion, so the only alleged merit to the claims 
is this differing spatial configuration, which as discussed herein, is not patentable. 

Lastly, with regards to newly added claims, 28-29, and the applicant's accompanying 
arguments against the references individually (Amendment of 1/08/09: page 10, lines 18-32; 
page 11, lines 1-12), one cannot show nonobviousness by attacking references individually 
where the rejections are based on combinations of references. See In re Keller, 642 F.2d 413, 
208 USPQ 871 (CCPA 1981); In re Merck & Co.. 800 F. 2d 1091, 231 USPQ 375 (Fed. Cir. 
1986). 

A detailed rejection of claims 1-9, and 27-29 follows. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 1, 8-9, and 28-29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Kono et al, (hereinafter referred to as "Kono") in view of Aharoni et al., (hereinafter referred to 
as "Aharoni"), and further in view of Washino et al., (hereinafter referred to as "Washino"). 

Kono discloses a system for displaying images on a display (Kono: figures 2-3), said 
system comprising: a decoder for decoding encoded images and parameters associated with the 



Application/Control Number: 10/606,478 Page 6 

Art Unit: 2621 

images, thereby resulting in decoded images and decoded parameters associated with the 
decoded images (Kono: column 2, lines 20-25); image buffers for storing the decoded images 
(Kono: column 2, lines 28-37); parameter buffers for storing the decoded parameters associated 
with the images (Kono: column 2, lines 55-62); and a display engine for receiving the decoded 
parameters from the parameter buffers and providing the decoded images for display using the 
decoded parameters stored in the parameter buffers (Kono: column 3, lines 20-30), as in claim 1. 
However, Kono fails to specifically disclose the use of a plurality of three image buffers and a 
corresponding plurality of three parameters buffers or being operative to display a single one of 
multiple images on a single display one at a time, as in claims 1 and 28. Aharoni discloses 
system for adaptive video/audio transport (Aharoni: figure 1) of compressed video files 
(Aharoni: column 8, lines 50-65) for display (Aharoni: column 11, lines 25-45) in order to caters 
to transmission and display requirements of multiple clients with varying resources (Aharoni: 
column 17, lines 1-17; column 18, lines 40-65). Accordingly, given this teaching, would have 
been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to combine Kono 
system with the multi-client platform of Aharoni and provide a plurality of image buffers and 
associated parameter buffers of Kono with the various client service levels for Aharoni in order 
to for greater distribution of decoded images of a heterogeneous network (Aharoni: column 7, 
lines 20-45), as not only would this represent reasoning that logically flows from both teachings, 
but furthermore would represent nothing more than a the duplication of parts (i.e. image buffers 
and associated parameter buffers) for a multiplied effect over the primary Kono reference, a 
modification that the courts have long held as being readily within the purview of one of 
ordinary skill in the art and therefore unpatentable, St. Regis Paper Co. v. Bemis Co., Inc., 193 
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USPQ 8, 11 (7th Cir. 1977). The Kono system, now modified with a plurality of image buffers 
and associated parameter buffers for implementation of the multi-client platform distribution 
system of Aharoni and in accordance with established legal precedence, has a majority of the 
features of the claim, but still fails to address the ". . .displaying a single one of multiple images 
on a single display one at a time. . ." as in claims 1 and 28. Washino discloses a video 
conferencing and mentoring system which discloses displaying a single one (Washino: column 6, 
lines 50-60: switcher to implement ". . .polling. . ." ) of multiple images (Washino: column 5, 
lines 50-67; column 6, lines 1-40) on a single display one at a time (Washino: column 5, lines 5- 
20) and further discloses its possible usage with MPEG compression/decompression techniques 
(Washino: column 7, lines 40-50) in order to allow for multiple video outputs to a single display 
such as multiple perspectives/versions of the same video signal (Washino: column 9, lines 60-67; 
column 10, lines 1-24). Accordingly, given this teaching, it would have been obvious for one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to incorporate the teaching of Washino's 
displaying a single one of multiple images one a time into Kono-Aharoni combination in order 
to allow for a display at its receiving end to display multiple images on that singular display such 
that different perspectives/versions of the same signal can be displayed thereon. The Kono 
system, now modified with a plurality of image buffers and associated parameter buffers for 
implementation of the multi-client platform distribution system of Aharoni and in accordance 
with established legal precedence and modified with the Washino teaching of a staggered display 
of one of a multiple of images on a singular display, has all of features of claims 1 and 28. 

Regarding claim 8, the Kono system, now modified with a plurality of image buffers and 
associated parameter buffers for implementation of the multi-client platform distribution system 
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of Aharoni and in accordance with established legal precedence and modified with the Washino 
teaching of a staggered display of one of a multiple of images on a singular display, discloses 
wherein the encoded images comprise compressed images (Kono: column 1, lines 20-40), as in 
the claim. 

Regarding claim 9, the Kono system, now modified with a plurality of image buffers and 
associated parameter buffers for implementation of the multi-client platform distribution system 
of Aharoni and in accordance with established legal precedence and modified with the Washino 
teaching of a staggered display of one of a multiple of images on a singular display, discloses 
wherein the parameters are encoded with a variable length code, and wherein the decoder 
decodes the variable length code (Kono: column 4, lines 30-57: MPEG video decoder having a 
conventional structure inherently incorporates variable length decoding), as in the claim. 

Regarding claim 18, the Kono system, now modified with a plurality of image buffers 
and associated parameter buffers for implementation of the multi-client platform distribution 
system of Aharoni and in accordance with established legal precedence and modified with the 
Washino teaching of a staggered display of one of a multiple of images on a singular display, 
discloses wherein the parameters are encoded with a variable length code, and wherein the 
decoder decodes the variable length code (Kono: column 4, lines 30-57: MPEG video decoder 
having a conventional structure inherently incorporates variable length decoding), as in the 
claim. 

Regarding claim 29, the Kono system, now modified with a plurality of image buffers 
and associated parameter buffers for implementation of the multi-client platform distribution 
system of Aharoni and in accordance with established legal precedence and modified with the 
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Washino teaching of a staggered display of one of a multiple of images on a singular display, 
discloses wherein the parameters associated with the first image are decoded during 
decompression of the first compressed image, wherein the parameters associated with the second 
image are decoded during decompression of the second compressed image, and wherein the 
parameters associated with the third image are decoded during decompression of the third 
compressed image (Aharoni: column 18, lines 45-67), as in the claim.. 

7. Claims 2-7, and 27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kono 
et al, (hereinafter referred to as "Kono") in view Aharoni and Washino as applied above to claim 
1 and further in view of Wu. 

The Kono system, now modified with a plurality of image buffers and associated 
parameter buffers for implementation of the multi-client platform distribution system of Aharoni 
and in accordance with established legal precedence and modified with the Washino teaching of 
a staggered display of one of a multiple of images on a singular display, discloses a majority of 
the features of claim 2, as has been discussed above regarding claim 1 . However, the Kono- 
Aharoni- Washino combination fails to disclose wherein the encoded images and the parameters 
associated with the images form portions of data packets, as in the claims. Wu discloses a display 
master control for which incorporates an MPEG decoder (Wu: column 7, lines 40-56; column 6, 
lines 25-60) and further discloses the use of packetization (Wu: column 7, lines 35-50) in order 
to generate sub-pictures with on screen data (Wu: column 8, lines 8-25). Accordingly, given this 
teaching, it would have been obvious at the time of the invention to incorporate the teaching of 
Wu's use of packetization into the Kono-Aharoni- Washino system in order to have the 
composite system be able to generate sub-pictures with on screen data. The Kono system, now 
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modified with a plurality of image buffers and associated parameter buffers for implementation 
of the multi-client platform distribution system of Aharoni and in accordance with established 
legal precedence and with the Washino teaching of a staggered display of a single one of 
multiple images on a singular display one at a time and further incorporating the Wu 
packetization teaching, has all of the features of claim 2. 

Regarding claim 3, the Kono system, now modified with a plurality of image buffers and 
associated parameter buffers for implementation of the multi-client platform distribution system 
of Aharoni and in accordance with established legal precedence and with the Washino teaching 
of a staggered display of a single one of multiple images on a singular display one at a time and 
further incorporating the Wu packetization teaching, has wherein the data packets comprise 
headers, wherein the headers comprise the parameters (Kono: column 17, lines 25-35), as in the 
claim. 

Regarding claim 4, the Kono system, now modified with a plurality of image buffers and 
associated parameter buffers for implementation of the multi-client platform distribution system 
of Aharoni and in accordance with established legal precedence and with the Washino teaching 
of a staggered display of a single one of multiple images on a singular display one at a time and 
further incorporating the Wu packetization teaching, has the headers comprise picture layer 
headers (Kono: column 17, lines 25-35), as in the claim 

Regarding claim 5, the Kono system, now modified with a plurality of image buffers and 
associated parameter buffers for implementation of the multi-client platform distribution system 
of Aharoni and in accordance with established legal precedence and with the Washino teaching 
of a staggered display of a single one of multiple images on a singular display one at a time and 
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further incorporating the Wu packetization teaching, has wherein the headers comprise sequence 
layer headers (Kono: column 17, lines 25-35), as in the claim. 

Regarding claim 6, the Kono system, now modified with a plurality of image buffers and 
associated parameter buffers for implementation of the multi-client platform distribution system 
of Aharoni and in accordance with established legal precedence and with the Washino teaching 
of a staggered display of a single one of multiple images on a singular display one at a time and 
further incorporating the Wu packetization teaching, has wherein the first headers comprise a 
portion of the parameters, and wherein the second headers comprise another portion of the 
parameters (Kono: column 17, lines 25-35; column 2, lines 3-15), as in the claim. 

Regarding claim 7, the Kono system, now modified with a plurality of image buffers and 
associated parameter buffers for implementation of the multi-client platform distribution system 
of Aharoni and in accordance with established legal precedence and with the Washino teaching 
of a staggered display of a single one of multiple images on a singular display one at a time and 
further incorporating the Wu packetization teaching, has wherein the first headers comprise 
picture layer parameters and wherein the second headers comprise sequence layer parameters 
(Kono: column 2, lines 3-15), as in the claim. 

The Kono system, now modified with a plurality of image buffers and associated 
parameter buffers for implementation of the multi-client platform distribution system of Aharoni 
and in accordance with established legal precedence and modified with the Washino teaching of 
a staggered display of one of a multiple of images on a singular display, discloses a majority of 
the features of claim 27, as has been discussed above regarding claim 1 . However, the Kono- 
Aharoni- Washino combination fails to disclose that the wherein the decoded parameters include 
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at least one parameters also includes a presentation time stamp, as in the claim. Wu discloses a 
display master control for which incorporates an MPEG decoder (Wu: column 7, lines 40-56; 
column 6, lines 25-60) and further discloses the use of packetization (Wu: column 7, lines 35-50) 
including the use of presentation time stamps (Wu: column 8, lines 55-65) in order to generate 
sub-pictures with on screen data (Wu: column 8, lines 8-25). Accordingly, given this teaching, it 
would have been obvious at the time of the invention to incorporate the teaching of Wu's use of 
packetization including presentation time stamps into the Kono-Aharoni-Washino system in 
order to have the composite system be able to generate sub-pictures with on screen data. The 
Kono system, now modified with a plurality of image buffers and associated parameter buffers 
for implementation of the multi-client platform distribution system of Aharoni and in accordance 
with established legal precedence and with the Washino teaching of a staggered display of a 
single one of multiple images on a singular display one at a time and further incorporating the 
Wu packetization teaching, has all of the features of claim 27. 

Conclusion 

8. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
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CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

9. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Andy S. Rao whose telephone number is (571)-272-7337. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 8 hours. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Mehrdad Dastouri can be reached on (57 1 )-272-74 1 8. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Andy S. Rao 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 2621 

asr 

/Andy S. Rao/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2621 
April 12, 2009 



